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AlMEXATION OF TEXAS. 
The region comprising ,the present state of Texas 
was lmown as "A:pacheria" on the sixteenth century 
maps of' New Spain or Mexico. It extended f'rom the 
southern bank of' the Rio Grande River to the north 
and northeast indefinitely. It is a common belief' 
that the present name was probably derived f'rom the 
predominating tribe of Tejas Indians, who lived 
between the Trinity and Sabine Rivers. 
Spain based her claim to · thisterritory upon the 
explorations of' :four survivors of' the ship-wrecked 
expedition of' Ponf'ilo de Narvaez in 1534. They 
wan9-ered across this wilderness to Mexico where they 
arrived. in 1536. · 
Secondly, her claim rested on the attempts of 
Ferdinand de Soto and his company in 1539 to conquer 
the mailland of' North .America for the king of' Spain 
by persistent wanderings in the Mississippi Valley. 
After De Soto's death in ln42, the survivors of' the 
expedition explored northern Texas and Indian Terri-
tory in their search :ror the province o:r Mexico. 
Thirdly, in 1540 Coronado and another group of 
adventurers were sent out from Mexico to locate and 
investigate the existence of' "Oibola" which was believed 
to be a country of' seven cities with inhabitants of' a 
civilized race. The expedition failed in its object, 
but it gave to Spain another claim to morthern and 
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western Texas. 
France who was Spain's f'irst rival claimed the 
same :: region, as a result of' ¥.a -:.,Salle's explorations 
and temporary settlements. In 1684, the latter sailed 
with three hundred people from France with the object 
of' founding a colony on the banks of' the Mississippi 
River, which he had discovered in a previous explor-
ing survey of' the region. The small fleet was diverted 
to Matago~a Bay and believing this body of water to be 
the mouth of the· Mississippi River, they l andE?d, built 
a f'ort and founded the colony of Fort st. Louis in 1865. 
During the short existence of' the colony, La Salle and 
a small group of men discovered the Colorado and Neches 
Rivel"s, besides the terri tory lying west of them. The 
jealous, traitorous murder of ta Salle by members of his 
own company was also . a death knell to the colony, Altho~h, 
the fate of the settlers is urlianovrn, it is very probable 
that many were either killed by the Indians or clied of 
starvation and exposure. However, t his temporary settle-
ment gave France e, claim to Texa s as a part of the 
Louisiana territory. Their claims were more enduring 
than the Spanish because o:f actual colonization, even 
though the latter had explored the region one and a hal:f 
centuries earlier. The fear of' more successful attempts 
of' colonizing by the French was so keenly f'elt by the 
Spanish, that in 1690 the Viceroyal of' Mexico gave a 
permit to Father Massanet, nine Franciscan f'ria,rs, 
and De Leon to settle and establish a mission among 
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the Tejae Indians. Thereupon, they rounded the first 
Spanish mission in the interior of Texas, and it was 
called "San Francisco de los Teje,s". Between 1716 and 
1762 f'our more companies were sent .into this .new land 
to make the Spanish claims more secure, Syepematic 
steps toward preservation of the Spanish title to the 
region were planned by the appm~ntBent of Marquis 
San Mignel de Aguayo, as governor of Coahuila and 
Texas in 1720.. The next year the governor marched 
nor.thward :f'rom the Rio Grande River to the abandoned 
missions on the Neches and Sabine Rivers• In the 
vicinity of' these rivers, they built a mission among 
the Asinais Indians, besides rebuilding and erecting 
two more mmssions• 
The .early years of colonization were exceedingly 
perilous, because of' the hostile, savage, Apache 
Indians. Nevertheless, tlus bitter resentment was 
only a natural and human reaction to the invasion 
of the superior, Spanish, military leaders, who 4ad 
aroused hostility among these natives in past years, 
by trying to force them into a ste,te of' slavery• 
In order to secure protection from such attacks, the 
French settlers at Natchitoches moved from the 
eastern to the western banlts of the Red River. It 
was on the occasion of' the French removal into 
Spanish territory, that the Mexican government gave 
permits to the missionaries to settle and hold their 
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claim to the region. But the mission colonies were 
not enduring, because of the withdrawal of government 
aid and military protection. Another attempt of 
Spain to recover her claims by occupation was the 
appointment of military rulers to govern definite 
areas. 
At the close of the Seven Years War in Europe, 
France ceded - to · spa~n the city of New Orleans on the 
eastern bank of the .Mississippi River and all of the 
territo~y west of this watervmy to the Rocky mountains. 
In 1800, Napoleon regained the territory of Louisi~na 
by the treaty of -San Ildefonso• Soom after, Napol eon, 
the reigning mona~ch of France was confronted by war 
with England, lack of money to conduct it, and bitter 
disappointment in tl~ failure of the West Indian colon-
izing expedition. This crtsis forced Napoleon to break 
the trea~y with Spain and yield to the desires of the 
American commission, which had been sent to negotiate 
terms for the "r:tght ·of . 'deppsit~ at the mouth of the 
Mississippi River. Instead, the monarch offered them 
not only Hevr Orleans, but the vast terri tory of 
Louisiana• The keen foreoight of the colonial-trained 
~iplomats was quick to perceive the value of this 
extraordinary offer, even though they had no constitu-
tional right to negotiate such a treaty. The democrats 
considered it one of the greatest successes since the 
th<\trt 
Declaration of' Independence, and.._wouldbe a wonderful 
impetus in the future development of the country. 
The terms of the treaty requiring its ratification 
within six months from its date of issue compelled 
President Jefferson to call a special session of 
congress. The almost immediate action of the most 
conservative body of congress or the senate by a vote 
of twenty-four to seven illustrates their unanimous 
support of the bill. Their decision was therevd th 
transmitted to the French charge 'de' affaires. 
A. series of debates followed in the~ouse.of 
Representatives, where John Quincy Adams was one of 
the leading opposers• His belief was that the presi-
dent and senate had no constitutional authority to 
conclude this treaty, even though public opinion 
supported the cession; secondly, that the constitu-
tion should be amended by submitting the measure for 
ratification to the state legislatures~ and thirdly, 
the "right of citizenship" shou.ld not be granted to · 
the inhabitants of the new territory, because this 
power belonged to the states. 
By the sale of Louisiana to United States, Napoleon 
had violated the treaty of San Ildefonso and broken 
his promise in this document, by which he bound him-
self never to transfer the province without the 
consent of Spain. 
Jefferson was acquainted with these facts and 
feared the opposition of Spain during the days of 
the transfer of New Orleans, so he prepared for an 
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emergency by issuing an order to the troops of 
Mississippi territory and other states to be ready, 
if signaled. But terms of friendliness were dis-
played by a small Spanish company, which escorted 
the American troops under Claiborne and Wilkinson to 
the Place d' Armes, where they presented them with 
the keys of the city. 
Jefferson and other statesmen of the early 
nineteenth century believed that Texas was a part of 
the Louisiana territory purchased from France, be-
cause of the discov.eries and settlements of La Salle, 
La Harpe, and St. Denis. Talleyrand's vague idea of 
the boundaries was shown by his answer concerning the 
question- "I do not know, you must take it as we 
received it." From this answer, many Americans 
concluded t~t they had bought Texas. 
In 1685, France tool( possession of Texas by 
occupation and did not release her claim on it until 
1763 when the whole of Louisiana, west of the Miss-
issippi River was ceded to Spain. In 1800, Spain 
transferred it again to France in exchang-e -for ·. 
some European possession, but a secret clause in 
the treaty bound Napoleon never to sell it without the 
consent of Spain. 
By the treaty ot 1819 which transferred Florida 
to United States, we accepted the Sabine River as 
the southwestern boundary of our country, and thereby 
gave 'l'exas to Spain. The following extra,ot from a 
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speech of' Henry Clay on the treaty of 1819 infers 
that Texas was originally a part of' Louisiana, 
"We are bound by the treaty to give not merely Texas, 
but five million dollars also·" 
Colonization by Americans began as early as 1817, 
when Moses Austin, a ·nat i ve of' Connecticut was attracted 
to Texas by its favorable climate and fertile soil. 
Financial loss had induced him to leave his home in 
st. Louis to which he had emigrated in 1797. Even 
though, he had received a passport from the Spanish 
minister at Washington in 1797, and a grant of' ~ land 
from the same government, he had to sect1re a new 
contract for a~ttlement in Texas. 
He went to Governor Martinez of Mexico, but the 
latter would not even recognize his papers stating 
that he had been a Spanish citizen until 1800, when 
Louisiana bec&ue French Territory again. Vf.hen he was 
about to rett1rn home, he met an old f'riend Baron de 
Bastrop, who used his influence and secured for 
Austin the desired contract. He returned home to 
wait until tr~ arrival of an official notice of' his 
concession• 
The exposure and hardships of the homeward journey 
caused his death in JU11e 1821. His dying wish was that 
hls son Stephen should talte his place and f'ound the 
proposed colony in Texas. 
Stephen Austin prepared for colonization by first, 
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selecting a favorable site on the Brazos River; and 
second, by publishing his cause in New Orleans, 
collecting noney and supplies, and inclucing people 
to become members of the settlement. In November 
1821, these liberty-loving Anglo Americans began a 
new stn1ggle for _existence at La Bahia on the Brazos 
River. 
Their gr~~t f'or colonization in Texas provided that 
first, the colonists should be Roman Catholic or 
express their intentions of' being converted before they 
enterecl Spanish terri tory J seconcl, that they should 
talce an oath to defend the king and government:; 
third, that all settlers must come from Louisiana; 
and fourth, that every man over twenty-one was to 
receive six hundred forty acres of' land with an addition-
al three htnldred twenty for his wife, one hundred sixty 
for each child, and eighty for each slave. 
Other Anglo American settlements were undertaken by 
such men as James Long of Tennessee, who invaded the 
region between 1819 and 1821. He established a colony 
near Nacogdoches, and issued a proclamation declaring 
Texas to be an independent republic. The object of 
Long's enterprise in Texas was to arouse the American 
·settlers with a spirit of their lost nationalism, and 
induce them to join the Union. Although, both the 
first expedition to Nacogdoches and posts on the Trinity 
River and Brazos Falls, and the second to La Bahia were 
a failure, many Americans remained in Texas and establish-
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ed homesteads. 
On the borders of Louisiana had arisen a place of 
refuge for fugitives, adventl~ere, Indian traders, 
and outlaws. In the vicin:l.ty of this treacherous, 
unreliable group Hayden Edwards triad to establish 
a colony in 1825. The newspapers spoke of this tract 
of land as being very fertile and available to emi-
gre~nts at twelve and half' cents an ·acre. The attraction 
to the rich farming lands of Texas by people from the 
southwe.stern statesw4s not as hopeful as in the past, 
because the republican government ' of Mexico h8.a for-
bidden the importation of slaves, and ha~ also passed 
laws for the extinction of slavery. 
The Edwards' tried to found the "Republic of Fredonia". 
They objected to the Mexican constitution because it 
would not admit slavery. It was forced to surrender 
to a body of republicans from San Antonio. Its failure 
was due also to their alliance with the Indiana; the 
refusal of' the .Americana to accept the prema tUl .. e ideas 
of republicanism and eventual annexation to the Unioru; 
and lack of' support from Aust in's colonists who suspected 
the Fredonians of' inciting peaceful settlers to insur-
rection. 
Another group of immigrants known as empresarios 
developed their colonies according to the Colonization 
Aot of 1825. The leaders of these settlements were 
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De Witt at Gonzales, De Leon at Victoria, McMullen and 
McGloin, and Robertson. 
The Mexican revolution of 1821 and the successful 
establishment of Mexican independence by Iturbide united . 
Texas and Coahiula aa one state • . The new government 
required Stephen Austin to have his colonial contract 
reaffirmed at tha capitol of Mexico, instead of at 
San Antonio. 
On his arrival at the former place he found the 
Mexicans in the grip of a revolution. He was compelled 
to await the outcome of this struggle. On January .4, 
1823, the royal council of the provincial legislature 
adopted a new Imperial Colonization Law. Two years had 
elapsed and Austin had accomplished very little. 
The rise of the Republicans under Santa Ana, a former 
friend of Iturbide detained Austin still longer. 
The revolutionary forces deposed the reigning sovereign 
and orge.nized a Republican government. Finally, Austin's 
contract was granted, but the law of 1823 was not re-
pealed until the union of Coahuila and Texas in 
March 1825. 
The provisions of the new contract were; first, that 
there should he one principal tovm in the colony such 
as the empresario settlements illustratedJ; second, that 
each family should settle and cultivate his land within 
twelve years, but after the elapse o~ twenty years he 
must sell two thirds of it; third, he must cultivate 
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his land within two years t :ollowing the issue of' the 
gre.nt or forfeit his right to it; and fourth, the land 
was exempt from taxation during the first six years of 
occupation,and during the remaining years of' the period 
the property was taxed for only one-half of' its value. 
This contract of 1825 was a wonder:f'Ul impetus to im-
migration and resulted in the empresario colonists . 
Although Austin's delay in Mexico diverted many 
colonists, who were destined to found homes in his 
colony, he had to secure new contracts in 1827 and 
1828 for the additional members. The immigrants to all 
the region were principally Southerners. They were 
attracted to Texas by fertile soil for cotton culti-
vation, a climate f'or slave labor, and the provisions 
of the Missouri Compromise of 1820 in regard to slavery. 
The bale.nce of' power between the slave and free eta tea 
had already begun to stimulate serious thought among 
the leaders · of both sections. Def'inite schemes of' 
colonization were undertaken by the Southerners as a 
r1eans of acquiring more slave terri tory. The _ demand :ror 
m·ore . cotton by the Eilropean mills and the . rapid. accumu-
lation of wealth by slave labor f'astened the institution 
of slavery on the southern economic structure; and in 
i <> 
order ~ preserve it, they had to have more territory. 
The introduction of a bill by Henry Clay for the re-
-,"e'T\ew-e d. t he 91u e s t i o -n.. 
transf'er or reannexation of TexasA The introduction 
of' this bill into congress brought the quest i on to the 
attention of the public in both sections of' the Union. 
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Clay was secretary of state under Adams at this time. 
Therefore, Poinsett our minister to Mexico was instructed 
to ge.ther the opinions of the Hexicans in regard to the 
boundary recognized by the treaty of 1819. Two years 
later, in 1827 Poinsett was ordered to offer one 
million dollars for the purchase of Texas with the Rio 
Grande as the boundary. If this offer was refused, he 
was to negotiate for the land east of the Colorado and 
suggest one half' a million as the pur~hase ·· ·price. 
Henry Clay, the great compromiser between the anti-
slavery states of the North, and the slave holding 
states of the south, from 1820 to 1850 had conciliation 
as his object for securing a new southwestern boundary. 
If Mexico accepted the proposition, he hoped the new 
territory would give new slave states to the Southerners, 
and thereby pacify them in regard to the development of 
the Northwest Territory. He related to the Mexican 
govenm~ent in a skil~ful diplomatic note, that they must 
have nonsidered Texan lands of little value in mineral 
resources or for homesteads, because of the very large 
land gre.nts given to .American immigrants!; second, its 
failure to recogni~e the Texan-American ideals in regard 
to religion, liberty, and government; ~d third, the 
re-transfer of the territory would prevent future 
conflicts between Texas and Mexico, which vrould inevit-
ably follovt the assertion of these rights by these 
independent Anglo Americans. But the negotiations were 
a failure. A second proposal for annexation under 
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Jackson was again rejected in 1829 • . 
The prosperity o~ the Americans and recent negotiations 
of United States to secure Texas by purchase created a 
feeling of bitterness toward the superiority of United 
States, and jealousy among the older Mexican settlers 
in the province. A series of repressive measures were 
enforced by the Mexican dictators• The American immi-
grants who had greatly improved and developed the land 
had to give up the products of years of toil in the 
wilderness to Mexican favorites. The decree of 1830 was 
passed to check the rising strength and bold assertions 
of rights of Americans. The law stated that henceforth 
no foreigner, that is, Ameri can immigrant could cross 
the northern boundry of Mexican territory, unless he 
had a passport signed by the Mexican minister at 
Washington. The absence of the latter in Washington 
made it impossible to secure this requisite. It also 
provided that Texas should now be used as the place 
to which the surplus convicts of the Mexican prisons 
might be sent and compelled to settle. All coloniza-
tion contracts were to be void if the leader in each 
settlement did not enforce tl~ decree. The last pro-
vision closed all ports, except Anahuac to trade. 
This decree which partially represents the despotism 
of Bustamante's reign in Mexico was sharpely resented by 
the vast number of Texan Americans who anxiously looked 
~orward to the day of re-annexation. This spirit found 
expression in the skirmishes at ~~ahuac where Mexican 
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troops were stationed to enforce the decree. 
Texan loyalty to the constitution of 1824 was re-
sumed with the successful revolt of the liberal leader 
Santa Ana; and the overthrow of autocratic l.fexican 
tyranny was celebrated by a meeting at Anahuac, 
Decem7,er 26, 1833, peace was made and Santa Ana was 
inaugurated president. 
The liberal policy of the new president encouraged 
the Texans to draw up a .new state constitution, elect 
Stephen Austin to present it to the new Mexican 
government, and petition for the repeal of the decree 
of 1830. 
Austin found Mexico City in a state of revolutionary 
unrest. He was successful in sectwing the repeal of 
the decree, but had to wait for a decision on the 
Constitution. In the meantime, he wrote to the Texans 
about conditions in the city and advised them to form 
a separate state• The letter was by the revolutionary 
authorities who imprisoned Stephen Austin in the old 
dungeon of the Inquisition on the charge of treason. 
During his eight months of prison life the Texans 
withdrew from the union with Coahuila• Since the 
completion of the constitutj_on of' the state of Coahuila 
and Texas, 1827, the Mexicans had predominated over the 
Niles' National) Texan minority in the congress. Besides, the constitu-
Register vol 31) page 3 ) tion did nbt receive unamimous support from the 
Americans, because it contained a decree to abolish 
slavery. The slaveholders had rumored that if the act 
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was enforced, they would abandon their :farms and :find 
new homesteads where they could enjoy the liberty 
desired. The agitation :for withdrawal :from Mexican 
authority was begi~~ing to be definitely manifested 
among the .Americana. The acts of' despot:tsm that 
:followed only hastened the day of' separation. 
In 1833, the Coahuilana changed the capitol of' the 
state to Monclova.. With the supp.ort of' this act, 
Santa Ana started on his upward trend of' despotism. 
The partiality shown to Mexicans convinced Austin of 
the nevr ruler • s deceit and a distrust of' the ne\7 
government. Santa Ana secretly detained Austin in 
Mexico after his release :from prison, so that he ani 
his officials might plan their invasion of' Texas. 
They expected to seize Texan ammunition, banish all 
.Americans, withdraw all colonial contracts, and subdue 
the country to a military dependency. The war feeling 
was intensified by rumors of an approaching army whose 
purpose ·waa to disarm all .Americans who had come into 
Texas since 1830J besides to punish all those who had 
committed acts of' treason against the government. 
During these pre-revolutionary years, Samuel Houston, 
an old :friend of' President Jackson arrived in Texas. 
It is believed that they secretly devised a plan :for 
bringing Texas into the United States. Soon after his 
arrival, the citizens of Texas a ppointed Houston as 
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commander of an army to support the provisional 
government which was established at Austin in 1833. 
The call for volunteers to help crush the nev1 Mexican 
autocratic ruler was answered principally by the 
slaveholde~s of the southern states by sending money, 
ammunition, food supplies, and bands of men known as 
the "New Orleans Grays" enlisted in the city of New Orleans. 
Coruaitteea of safety which had been organized to defend 
Texans 1 rights in the Oonsti·tution of 1824, now assumed 
greater powers with the change of public sentiment in 
favor of independence and annexation. They sent out 
small forces to put down rebellion, to secure protection 
against :i:ndian.·attacks, and resist the levying of heavy 
duties on food and other necessities of life. Many of 
these forces were led by trained military leaders, such 
as Samuel Houston. 
Reports of the rumors of Mexican .invasion aPPeared in 
Southern newspapers, such as the "New· Orleans Bulletin", 
and the "Picayune", The former printed a letter of 
Thomas G. Rusk about the 1.ll1rest in the region of 
Nacogdoches, whe~e were located about two hundred fifty 
Mexican settlers, who hated the Texans, and received 
·secret orders from their government. Mexican agents 
had enticed the Indians on both the Mexican and 
United States frontiers to join them in the war. 
They had a camp at the home of one of the Cherokee chiefs. 
But the appearance of a trained Texan band at this stage 
of the preparations intimidated the Indiana, who with-
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drew their support and sent their chiefs to make peace. 
The Mexicans promised to keep peace and they scattered 
throughout the Southwest. 
The latter newspaper _reported that San Antonio was 
surrounded by Mexicans, whose purpose was to reduce 
the American settlers to submission.. This report 
aroused the Southerners who voluntarily enlisted 
themselves to aid the Texan cause. Mississippi sent 
one company of volunteers and Georgia two. The 
American volunteers were able to cross the frontier 
with very little .difficulty because of the weak 
guarding forces. The committees which raised and 
equipped these companies evaded the law by publicly 
naming them emigrants• 
Meetings of the sympathizers were held ±n Boston, 
New York, Cincinnati, Baltimore, and Washington to 
defend the Texan cause and send them aid• Webster's 
words are quoted as expressing the general feeling · 
throughout the country during the winter of 1835 and 
1836: "It was no more than natural that the s~~pathizers 
of all classes of our citizens should be excited in favor 
of a war founded in the desire, and sanetfied by the 
name of 'liberty". 
Early in 1856, Santa Ana led an army of invasion 
into Texas under the pretense of a search for Zavala, 
who had fled to Texas and joine~ their ranks. With 
the publication of these events, sympathizers through-
out United States were convinced of Santa Ana's 
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deceitful plane and pledged their support to the cause 
by the displays mentioned on previous pages. 
When the Mexicams invaded the province, the Anglo 
Americans were holding a convention. With the appearance 
of the enemy's army, and their knowledge of American 
sympathy, independence was declared, a constitution 
drruvn up, amd a republican governemnt framed with 
concessions to slavery . on March 4, 1836. 
During the war for independence United States main• 
tained strict neutrality. But after the battle of San 
Jacinto, which was considered the decisive point in 
favor of the Texans, President Jackson's secret warmth 
for his friends and former country men found expression 
. ' t h~i 
in the notice sent to Ge.nera,l Gains s ' " the sixth regiment 
of infantry had been ordered to Fort Jessup, near 
Nacogdoches to prevent Indians, living in the United 
States crossing the boundary and making hostile attacks 
on the settlers, and also to prevent Texans or Mexicans 
crossing the frontier into United States. 
Mexico complained bitterly of these and other condi-
tiona on her northern boundaries. The Mexican minister 
of foreign affaire in a letter to General Waddy Thompson, 
the minister to Mexico accused citizens of United States 
of plundering and attempting to conquer Mexican territory, 
and violating the existing treaties between the tvm 
countries. He stated that the imperial government was 
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not ignorant of the f~ct that these invaders were 
residents of Missouri, Illinois, Arkansas, and other 
territories of United States and were equipped with 
food, clothing, and ammunition by citizens of t he same 
country, Mexico was at peace with these states, yet her 
territory was being invaded by it, The provisional 
president sent orders to the Unihed States envoy that 
the government of Mexico protests against the invasion 
of Texe.s and New Mexico, as an act hostile t o the le.w 
of nations. Therefore, it demanded a reply of ae,tj_sf'ac-
tion from the government of United States. 
Another decree issued by the provisional president 
of' Mexico to citizens of' Mexico stated in the first 
article that it would use every power to carry on the 
war vrith ~exas, until its interests were restored and 
Santa Ana set at liberty. The latter had be en captured 
~d held by Texans during the invasion. The second 
article appealed to the citizens for aid in restoring 
the lil?erty of Santa Ana. The third article made 
public, the aim of' the gover110ent to execute the first 
a~tiele . of the decree without any consideration of terms 
that might l?e arranged between Texas and Santa Ana. 
On April 21, 1836, a circular was issued ordering all 
flags to be half mast, until the president was restored 
to liberty. 
Petitions for recognition of Texas had been received 
from all parts of the cotmtry, even from Connecticut. 
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Jackson favored the cause but he knew that publi c 
opinion would not suppor t him, in so short a time 
after the declaration, if he recognized it. 
On May 4, 1836, the secretary of state with the 
consent of President Jackson asked the eommittee 
on We.ys and Means for an approprie.tion for poe sible 
additj_onal troops on the southwestern boundary. 
John Quincy Adams, a member of the House of Represen-
tatives from Massachusetts was the foremost leader of 
opposition to recognition and annexation of Texas 
from 1836 to 1845. On :Hay 7, 1836, he asked for more 
information concern i ng Texas than what the public 
newspapers informed him, before he voted, in the name 
of Massachusetts f or an appropriation for the support 
; 
of General Gaines' army at Nacogdoches. 
Hie first demand was an explanation by the cl~irman 
of the Vlays and Means Committee) his reasons for not 
informing the House on the remarks of the Mexican 
minister when he was ir£ormed that General Gaines 
had been given the power to cross the boundary of 
Texas, whioh was really a decle.ration of war. Besides, 
there had been no public announcement of breaking off 
relations with Mexico. Adams criticised this secrecy 
and resented being called on to vote for war without 
a previous knowledge of the cause. 
From the Congressman's knowledge of the steady train 
of American emigrants to Texas, the number that were 
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killed at Alamo, and the former Americen citizens 
enlisted in the Texan army, he would conclude that 
General Gaines would believe that the object of the 
war was the defense of the Texians. If the object 
of congress was to conquer Texas, establish slavery, 
recognize the independence of it, and then admit it to 
the Union, it was very i mporte,nt that both houses of 
congress ehoLad be informed more explicitly than through 
a ne,,.spaper. 
1w. Peyton's reply was a criticism of Adam's attitude 
at a time of great danger from invasion by Indians on 
the frontier, and the introduction of the subject of 
slavery,, his alarm:~bbut the power given to General 
Gaines. Peyton upheld his argument by asserting that 
Adam's unfamiliarity with the raids of savages on 
southern and western frontier settlements; secondly, . 
that the authority given General Gaines was only in 
the case of emergency, when prepare,tions for the defense 
of the people could not be made after they were driven 
from their homes; thirdly, that the boundary in this 
vicinity is indefinite and Gaines would not know he 
was inciting war, if he camped on a good, but apparent-
ly unfriendly site. 
1~. Hamer who favo~ed the action remarked that 
President Jackson had not given Gaines authority to 
cross the boundary, but that the fort stood on a 
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disputed area. 
Mr. Adams retaliated by refusal to accept the 
personal attacks of' his collegues, since the rules of 
House forbade sucfu·procedure. He wanted more information 
on t he subject and not personal analyses of the situation, 
in regard to the disputed boundary question, or the 
dangers of' the frontier's people. 
Mr. Reed another congressman upheld the arguments 
of Adams for more in:f'ormation; before they voted :ror 
an approprie.tion, e,nd entrusted General Gaines with 
thepower to malce war. 
Finally, on the third reading, the bill passed the 
House. 
On May 26, 1836, Peter w. Grayson and James Collins-
worth were appointed as commissioners to negotiate with 
United States for the recognition of Independence. 
They were instructed (also) to suggest the probable 
admission of Texas into the Union. A concession to 
slavery, t~at is persons of' African origin was to be 
emphasized, if the second offer received the approval 
of u. s. congress. 
In a letter of July 3, 1836, President Barnet of the 
Republic of Texasw.ts informed of the success of the 
commissioners. The report stated that President 
Jackson feared the decision of the · public, otherwise 
w-ould 
he recognized Texas promptl~~ second, that the Senate 
" 
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favored the bill; and third, that the House of Represen-
tatives was debating on the bill; and it was expected 
t~~t they might pass the bill on July 4th. In the 
second section of the letter written at a later date, 
the secretary of state wrote that the vote of 128 to 
20 on the first resolution, and 113 to 22 on the second 
strongly expressed the sentiments of the Americans. 
On June 25, 1856 3 Clay's report of the Com..~ittee 
on Foreign Affairs was read and debated on in the 
House of Representatives. In the first place, he 
asserted that the government of the United States 
had :baken no part in the war between Texas and Mexico, 
which has been illustrated by the policy of strict 
neutrality. If cit:i.zens of the Unites States have sent 
aid and comfort to the Texans or enlisted in their 
armies, it was not sanctioned by our government. 
Laws to prevent such action on the part of our citizens 
have been ordered into execution. In the second place, 
the committee on Foreign Affairs has not been given 
any informe,tion concerning events in Texas, except 
through the public newspapers • . According to the latter, 
a revolution broke out in the fall of 1835 against the 
tyranny of M~xican rule, and in March 1836 Independence 
was decla.red, and a democratic government organized. 
In the third place, he suggested that the recognition 
of Texas might be made in four waysJ first, by sending 
a diplomatic agent to TexaaJ second, by treaty; third, 
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by a law regulating commerce; and fourthly, by the 
receiving of a Texan diplomatic agent, which would really 
be only a preliminary step. On the third proposition, 
he enlarged somewhat, by intimating that the rresident 
of the United States has the power constitutionally to 
suggest the recognition of a new power. The President's 
delay has undoubtedly been due to the short existence 
of the Republic. 
Finally, Clay's report concluded with the following 
resolution: " Resolved- ~hat the Independence of Texas 
ought to be acknowledged by United States, whenever 
satisfactory information has been received, that it has 
in successful operation a civil government, capable of 
performing the duties and fulfilling the obligations 
of an independent power";; 
Mr. Preston of South Oarolina. ·offered the following 
resolution in regard to the bill, before it was printed 
abd became the order of the next meeting: Resolved-
"That provision ought to be made by law for defraying the 
expenses of an agent or commissioner to Texas, whenever 
the president may think it proper to make such appoint-
ment." 
This report by Clay from the Committee on Forei&~ 
Affairs was an investigation concerning the memorial 
presented by hi~m on June s, 1836, from the people of 
Shelby County, Kentucky for the recognition of Texas. 
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However, the note of' the Texan minister to Jop~ 
Forsyth, secretary of' state intimates that the Texans 
expected immediate recognition of the Republic. 
Daniel Webster believed that if' the Texans possessed 
car a \,\e. 
a governmentAof' conducting the overthrow and defeat of 
Santa Ana's power, that the United States was thereby 
given a proof of' its capability and ought to be 
recognized. But Calhoun thought that an official note 
of such a defeat should be received before Congress 
acted. 
Ohief Justice Catron of the supreme court · of' 
Tennessee wrote to President Jackson that if war oon-
tinued and the number of .America.n volunteers increased, 
Mexico would seek aid from a foreign country, possibly 
England who secretly cherished the hope of controlling 
the Gulf of Mexico. Yet this general feeling among 
menbers of Congress in favor of the bill did n~~ result 
in a successful decision. Many believed that the time 
had not yet come for recognition and the affair passed 
over. 
In the meantime, President Jackson appointed Henry 
Morfit as special agent to Texas to investigate 
conditions. 
In the first general election of the Texan Republic 
on September 1, 1836, General Houston was chosen presi-
dent, the state constitution was adopted, and a unani-
mous vote cast for annexation to united States. 
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The latter incident illustrates that the majority 
of the voters were formally American citizens or 
favored the proposition. 
On December 19, 1836, the Texans voted to themselves 
the territory between the united States and the Rio 
Grande River from its source to its mouih. Their motive 
was to tempt the supporters of recognition and annex-
ation in United States with a vast acquisition. 
The President's message of December 21, 1836, conveyed 
to the people the policy of reserve and cautious waiting, 
until some European coUntry recognized it. This attitude 
would give· foreign -,countriee the impression that we did 
.... . 
not want to interfere in Texan affairs. 
Jan~ry 11, 1837, senator Walker of Mississippi 
introduced a r i solution for the ~ecognition of Texas, 
since there was no longer any doubt about the existence 
of the Republic. Opposition was raised by Benton and 
Wright, so that the resolution was blocked by adjournment. 
When the secret plans of Jackson to arrange a treaty 
with Santa Ana for recognition of Texas seemed a failure 
by February 1837, even though the latter had acknowledged 
that Mexico was unable to conquer the province, and 
suggested United states recognize it. The resolutions 
for recognition and appointment of an agent to Texas 
weY~ final:~y adopted by Congress and approved by the 
president, March 3 1 1837. On the same day, President 
Jackson sent the appointment of Alcee La Branche of 
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Louisiana to the Senate, but Daniel Webster's suggestion 
to postpone action on the appointment until March 6th 
was accepted. 
Van Buren pJ,edged himself: in his inaugural address 
March 4, 1837 not to approve ot: a bill regarding 
slavery in the District ot: Columbia. The recent 
passage ot: the gag-rule, and Van Buren's pledge ot: 
support urged the·anti-sls,very leaders of Congress 
to 'force their program with more vehemence. 
Previous .to the renewal of the question 'for 
recognition, the Mexican minister at Washington ha d 
asked for his passports and circulated a pamphlet 
criticising the United States government in January 1837. 
The incidents involving Texas in the early part of 
1837 rund their proposal for annexation incensed the 
abolitionists with opposition. Texas was in the region 
of' the slavehbiliders .·and nevr states 'from this terri tory 
would be admitted with slavery; besides the expansion 
ot: slavery would mean the increased power of' the sls.ve 
leaders in congress and. the North would lose the power 
it hoped to gain by the Missouri Compromise ot: 1820. 
Jackson ignored annexation because of Mexico's 
warning that it would consider it an act of' war. 
Van Buren refused to negotiate on the second oft:er 
of(th~ Texas, while a state ot: war existed between 
it and Mexico. 
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In December 1837 Swift of' Vermont introduced into 
the Senate a resolution from the legisle.ture of his 
state opposing Annexation of Texas. This resolution 
gave rise to exciti~g debates in the Senate and 
C:{, (_r< .. : . I 
House. John Quincy~ as the leader of opposition held : 
the members of the House in awe with his fiery sp~eches 
against annexation. He appealed to the House to vote 
against referring the petition "On the Annexation 
of Texas" presented by the people of Massachusetts, 
to the Oommittee of Foreign Affairs. The latterwas 
composed principally of slave sympathizers and would 
receive a negative decisi on. His first point of 
discussion was his firm belief that the annexation 
of Texas would cause a disolution of the Union on 
the sectional ideals of sle.very. According to a letter 
of Dr. Mayo of' Virgi1ua written to President Jackson 
in 1830, and recently published in Texan newspapers, 
are disclosed the sohemesof Jackson and Houston to 
malce Texan soil a part of United States. This plan was 
made possible by the passage of an act abolishing 
sle.very in the Mexi~an Republic in 1824. Since the 
passage of' the bill, the American immigrants had 
evaded the law by various devices• Therefore, the 
basis of' the revolution i n Texas was the refusal to 
accept the dfe'cre-e ~f ::.1'824. But the members of' the 
House have tried to convince us that the Texans 
revolted andwer e ~ighting f'or liberty, because of' the 
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tyranny of Mexico. A knowledge of these facts (has) 
compelled Massachusetts to present the petitions 
concerning the relations.between it and Mexico, and 
the invasion of the latter by the President-! s orders. 
Mr. Leggre of South Carolina interrupted Adams by 
suggesting that if he hesitated and recalled the acts 
of ex President Jackson in regard to Texas, he would 
find that his points of evidence supporting the cause 
of revolt and desired annexation were not true. 
Nevertheless, Adams refused to be interrupted and 
called the House to order. He did not hesitate to say 
that the interruption took place to check him telling 
the House, that the majority of the committee were 
slaveholders of the far Southern type, and that a crisis 
on slavery had to come. 
In reply to John Qui ncy Ad~s, Mr. Wise of Virginia 
considered that the petitions did not demand any action 
of the House, and the time had not arrived for a dis-
cussion on slavery. His motion to lay the petition 
on the table was passed 127 to 68. 
After the Senate tabled the resolution of William c. 
Preston in; September 1837, by a vote of 24 to 14, 
General Hunt, Texan minister left Washington. 
Since the revolutionary days of Texas, foreign nations 
had been trying to establish treaties of commerce that 
would tend to ruin United States commerce in the Gulf 
of Mexico. En~land did not want Texas to be admitted 
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to the Union because Mexico would lose a great source 
of' taxes, which would delay the payment of a loan to 
her. If' Mexico oould not subdue and control the 
provj_nce, then England wanted to secure it as a source 
of' raw material f'or her mills. 
As early as 1837 Henderson was appointed envoy to 
England, it was during his term of' service that he 
learned of' England's opposition of' annexation to 
United States and the cabinet•s refusal to recognize 
the mew Republic. 
One year before Texan negotlations with England 
to secure recognition of' Independence, Mexico had 
made lmown to Great Britain a desire to have her own the 
territory of' the rebellious province. It was proposed 
to introduce a resolution for its transfer in the 
Mexican Congress. Moreover, the British government 
desired the abolition of' slavery in Texas. She 
attributed the failure of' the latter's ehvoy. to secure 
recognition,to the refusal to abolish slavery. It was 
believed that England's delay was due to this obsta~le. 
Henderson was then instructed to negotiate with 
France f'or the same purpose. After he had been in Paris 
two or three weeks the "New York Star" reported that 
the French Cabinet were considering a resolution f'or 
a trea.ty of' commerce and recognition. 
In May 1839, a French f'leet consisting of' the Frigate 
"Merl:e:.d", the steamship "Phaeton" and the "Crusader" 
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are lying off the port of Galveston. It is reported that 
t hey are part of the bloc~ading squadron at Vera Cruz. 
Salutes were also exchanged between tl~ Texan steam-
ship "Zavala", the fort, the navy yard and these French 
vessels. 
The "Commerce" of September 1839 reported that the 
French government had acknowledged the Independence 
of Texas and concluded a treaty of commerce whiqh had 
been signed by M• de Pontoi s and Henderson at Paris. 
On September 25th 18391,. a treaty embodying recognition 
and commerce was concluded; but it was not ratified by 
the Texan Congress until February 14, 1840. 
After the Declaration of Independence emigration 
Niles' Nat Reg) increased rapidly, not only from United States but 
vol 58,page 193) 
Niles Nat Reg) 
vol 58,page ). 
337 ) 
Niles lTat Reg) 
vol 58 page ) 
370 ) 
from European countries. In November 1839, one hundred 
families of German settlers arrived at Galveston. 
They intended to establish homes in the northern part 
of the country. During January 1840, fifteen large 
steamships brought twelve hundred passengers, principally 
Ge1~ans who have the same intentions as those who arrived 
in November. The goverP~ent estimated that about thirty 
I 
thousand were expected to settle in the country that year. 
\lith the arrival of' the British steamer at Galveston in 
the same month, many English im.Bigra.nts arrived,and 
expected to take up homes on the land they had purchased 
from Hr. Iken, an English capitalist. John Woodwe,rd, 
the Texan counsul at New York had apparently sold land to 
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which he had no claim. Hence, the immigrants met with 
great disappointment. A meeting was held at Galveston 
to decide the difficulty. Woodward was discharged, 
and Congress voted to grant the settlers definite 
portions of land besides their head ri~~ta. 
The .American emigrants continued to seek more fertile 
farming lands in Texas. As in previous years they came 
principally from the old territory of Louisiana. 
A treaty of commerce was entered into by England 
and Texas on November 13, 1840. There was considerable 
delay in the Texan Senate before the vote for ratifica-
tion was passed. Great Britain's rec~gnition was granted 
on the conditions that Texas accepted; first, a commer-
cial treaty; second, that they remain independent 
producers of cotton and establish free trade; and third, 
that United States shoUld be deprived of the right of 
search. England hoped that this treaty would bring 
peace between Mexico and Texas, and thereby make 
British property interests in Mexico more secure. 
It was not until June 28, 1842 that Texas ratified the 
treaty and a British representative was sent to Texas. 
Texas proposed to seek Mexican recognition by a 
three party proposition. It was proposed to England 
and France, but the former opposed it. She felt that 
her interests in Mexico were greater than either United 
States or France, and she would accept only one third 
of the credit for success. Britain's secret aim .was 
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to control the foreign policies of' Texas, which would 
be impossible, if' she consented to be a party to this 
pr<;>posal. Her desire to aee:.·alavery abolished in 
Texas could not be accomplished, if' United States was 
to be consulted. 
The .renewed ef'f'orta of' England to control the 
policies of' Texas, and the inauguration of President 
Tyler on the death of' William Henry Harrison brought 
up the Texan issue. Tyler was a Virginian by birth 
and loyal to t~ southern institution of' slavery. 
John c. Calhoun, the secretary of' state favored the 
Texan offer f'or am1exation likewise, for he saw in it 
the advantages to slavery. In the inaugural address of 
December 1841, Tyler said that United states ought to 
take an interest in Texas because it was settled 
principally by emigr~nts from United States. 
In September 1842, John Quincy Adams tried to 
prove to the people in an address at Braintree, 
Massachusetts, that there had been a scheme for 
annexing Mexican territory to United States since 
the message of' President Jackson in December 1832. 
Morever, he · accused President Tyler of' squandering the 
annual appropriations for current expenditures by 
doubliug those of' the army and navy and buying up 
popular newspapers to support the presidential 
advocate of' annexation f'or the cause of' the slave-
holders. The veto of' the tariff' bill was another 
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device to pacify the nullif'icationists in the south. 
His third point of' attack was the power of slavery over 
freedom in C~ngress, as shown by Tyler's insertion 
of a clause on imposts to the Public Lands bill of 
September 1841, which was carried in the House against 
the opposition of the \Vhigs. Adams concluded his 
address with an exposition on the efforts of the 
slave representatives to silence him by removal from 
the chairmanship of the Foreign Affairs committee; 
and the general feeling among representatives of the 
free states to stand well with t h ose of the slave to 
prevent sectional ill-feeling. 
The "Unit es States Gazet te" of November 20, 1842, 
' remarked that·'Mr. Adams address on the probable annex-
ation of Texas had again aroused the attention of the 
public to the destiny of the new Republic+ It expressed 
the opinion that if Texas could maintain her independ-
ence of Mexico, then she ought to remain a nation. 
"The Richmond Whig" considered that repeated Mexican 
invasions were making conditions in Texas appear vary 
dangerous to its progress. Its second argument in 
f'avor of Annexation was the probability of' Texas 
seeking aid from England and Franca, if more assistance 
and support was not given by the United States govern-
ment. Its third argument was the far-seeing policy of 
these European countries in acquiring colonies. The 
final ·point was a discussion of the short-sightedness 
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of' the North in opposing Annexation because it in-
volved the possible expansion of' slavery; at the 
same time not analizing the operations of England 
in both Mexico m d Texas. 
The "Standard" of Clarkville, Texas published 
a series of' comments on· Adams' address at Braintree. 
In the first, it confessed its ignorance of the 
slavery decree being a cause of' the revolt. In the 
second, it advised John Quincy Adams to investigate 
the subject of slavery under the Mexican regime·, and 
therein he would find that the colonists had never 
been interrupted in the exercise:: of' slavery. The 
third comment was an appeal to the congressman to 
set aside his bitter feelings caused by repeated 
defeat and unpopular:i.ty and assume the feelings of' 
a free man in the struggle of' Texas. The last comment 
attributed his attack on the Santa Fe expedition to his 
careless statement of facts or poor sources of infor-
mation in regard to them. 
In 1843, the intimation of the Texan gover~ent 
that the Annexation offer would probably be favorably 
received by the American Congress aroused the British 
and :Mexicans. Although, the British charge' d' affaires 
in Texas worked persistfungly to induce Mexico to 
recognize Texas, it met with only repeated failure. 
It was due to the attitude of the Mexican government, 
which would consider Texan annexation a declarationa"r\d 
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act of war. The fear of danger to the United States 
grew out of England's interest in Texas. This 
feeling spread throughout the Union and was one of the 
greatest incentives in the successful election of 
James Polk for president. 
ih e. 
An illustration of the appeals made to country in 
" 
favor of the issue was printed in the "National 
Intelligencer" of May 13, 1843. The appeal to the free 
states was embodied in the importance of holding the 
Union in tact by setting aside all other grievances. 
The appeal to the slave states assumed the cloak of 
expansion, which meant power in Congress to them. 
The British aggressions became alarming with :bhe 
gradual support of annexation in al~ parts of United 
States. In December 1843, the British government 
claimed twenty or thirty million acres of land in 
Western Texas as the property of her citizens. With 
this claim was sent a tl~eat to enforce. It appeared 
to be another example of British intervention in 
behalf of her citizens' interests, then temporary 
control, and lastly complete government. But, the 
Texan Government boldly refused to accept such un-
founded claims. 
Lord Aberdeen's reply to certain quest i ons of 
Lord Brougham in a debate on Texas discloses the acts 
of Great Britain after it recognized . Independencea 
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It used every _ possible means to end the war betv1een 
Mexico and Texas, besides inducing the former to 
recognize it. Although,they were not successful in 
' . 
the former undertaking, they had secured an armistice 
between the cormtries. Lord Aberdeen concluded his 
reply with a pledge to do everything possible to help 
abolish slavery in Texas. 
Great Britain's two fold efforts to appear friendly 
to both countries secured a loan to Mexico of $7,000,000 
on condition that a certain quantity of cotton be 
imported from London. But the condition was not passed, 
because of the.protest of the home manufacturers. 
Mexican agents in England had been able to carry 
out instructions for the construction of two or three 
large steam frigates, under the guise of ignorance on 
the part of the government. However, they were seized 
just as they were about to sail, on the breach of 
neutrality. 
On January 20, 1844 President Houston sent a secret 
message to Congress, saying that they would not refuse 
.Annexation, if the United States would reopen the question. 
In his message of 1843, he spoke of Great ~ritain as a 
friend and United States as an enemyj "The former has 
worked untiringly for ua while the latter have looked 
upon us as bandits and pirates" were the words used by 
Houston. 
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Calhoun and Tyler secretly drew up a treaty with 
Houston, who is believed to have purposely praised 
the English as friends to arrouse the suspicions 
of Americana and create fear of English intrigue. 
The treaty was laid before the Senate April 1844, 
s 
but the Whigs defeated it by a vote of 35 againt ,, 
it and only 16 for it. Yet, this attempt was not a 
failure in the true sense, for it resulted in its 
becoming a political issue. 
Calhoun and Tyler united with other Democratic 
leaders and sUccessfully defeated the ri.ominatioil .: of 
Martin Van Buren. They brought f'ortl't an unknown 
man or dark horse ; James K. Polk of Tem1essee. 
The Democratio appeal to the nation was expressed 
by the phrase- "Polk and Dallas, Oregon and Texas". 
w-as 
The Northern vote,..won by the pledge f'or the acqui-
sition of' Oregon or free territory; and the Southern 
by the Annexation of' Texas or slave territory. 
Clay lost support because of' his attempts to please 
both sections by explanatory speeches which aroused the 
wrath of' the Abolitionists who nominated Birney f'or 
the ca.ndidate of the Liberty Party. Thereby, the Whig 
vote was spl:l.t by Clay and Birney, and the Democrats 
won success. 
June 10, 1844 Mr. Benton introduced into the Senate -
a motion f'or a bill to provide for the annexation of' 
Texas to United States. It was a resume of his efforts 
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concerning the question of Texan Annexation since 
the treaty of 1819. His first point in favor of 
a bill was due to the separation of Texas and Louisiana 
by the treaty of 1819. Hie second \Vas the support 
that he extended to Adams, when the latter was 
secretary of state in .1825,and was inst~mental in 
the resolution to buy the region from Mexico. In 
order to promote success in this attempt of Adams 
and Clay, and the second by Jackson and Van Buren 
in 1829, he wrote "America~a" and "La Salle". 
His tllil"d, was a f'irm belief in the peaceful Annex-
ation until secret schemes were devised by Tyler's 
administration. Fourth point was the resolve to do 
everyt11ing possible f'or the success of' a bill which 
he was about to introduce into the Senate. 
This bill which Senator Benton asked leave to bringi11 
provided for the adjustment of boundaries, power of 
the executive to negotiate with Mexico and Texas f'or 
the admission of' Texas to the American Union. The 
boundary suggested in the bill . was that li.ne suggested 
by Jackson in the bill ot 1829, which left to Mexico 
the Rio Grande River and all its valleys and tribu-
taries. 
Senator Benton mentioned the following requisites 
as necessary f'or the passage of the bill: first, 
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the consent of' the people of' Texas by some public _act; 
second, the admission of' the state into the Union is 
to take place with the passage of' the Annexation bill; 
and third, the northern part is to be divided into 
two free states, and the southern, two slave states 
which will solve the slave question. 
The resolution with an amendment suggested by the 
investigation of' the Bureau of Topographical 
Engineers was passed by a vote 27 to 19. 
During the last months of' Tyler's administration 
the offer to Texas of Annexation was passed by both 
houses of' Congress. Although the Senate considered it 
unconstitutional, it was passed by a vote of 77 to 25. 
February 28, 1845 President Tyler signed the resolution, 
which was the first .step of success. 
As President Jones of Texas was eager to see Texas 
a part of United States, he called a convention of' 
sixty-one delegates to consider the offer of United 
States;t besides the Mexican offer for peaceJ which 
stipulated that they must not enter the Union of 
United States after negotiations were concluded with 
:Mexico. 
In t:P..e inaugural message of March 4, 1845, James K. 
Polk expressed his views on Texas. He believed that 
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the United States and Texas as independent powers 
had the right to negoti ate on the re-annexation 
of territory once that of the former Republic. 
This reunion was ioportant to Texas, because of the 
protection United States could give to .the frontier, 
and the development of the resources• His final words 
about Texas were a resolve to endeavor with the powers 
given to him by the Constitution and with the consent 
of the people to bring about the annexation of Texas 
as soon as possible. 
In the Texan Convention of July and August 1845, 
a new Constitution was framed for the proposed 
state of Texas, and the terms of Annexation were 
adopted unanimously. On December 29, 1845, Texas 
was admitted to the Union with the same status 
and rights as the original States. 
